Public Health Reports / March-April 2005 / Volume 120 solid statistical evidence that failure to implement already accepted policies is directly related to the likelihood of such alcohol sales.
By now, at long last, the tobacco industry's manipulation of health research is generally accepted by almost everyone. It really is a nasty tale of deceit and consequences. In this issue's Public Health Chronicles, Lisa Bero provides a perspective on the actions of the tobacco companies and their mo-tivations. There is plenty in this column to cause us scientists to stop and question what our own role is in our areas of study. Any similarities should give us all pause.
There are many more articles in this issue that help to shape our understanding of the public health issues of today. We at the Journal hope you will enjoy this issue of Public Health Reports as much as we have enjoyed producing it. It was brave because the article suggests that we in public health have in some fashion NOT been achieving the goals that we have set for ourselves AND I suspect some public health operatives have attacked the survey methods, the analytical methods and you for publishing the article.
Hopefully those of us in public health will use the article to press for more resources and more appropriate use of existing resources in order to combat the threat of worsening health-related quality of life issues, instead of some who continue to downplay the threat of low dose exposures such as radon and secondhand smoke, much less the prevention and quality of life issues.
Those of us who have conducted research using quality of life measures in the latter part of the 20th century know that quality of life issues are frequently forerunners and are robustly co-linear to health outcomes, not to mention essential for successful rollouts and marketing of initiatives. Thanks again and keep up the good works. 
